This month marks the end of my first 3-year term as Editor-inChief of Toxicological Sciences. It has been my pleasure to serve in this role. The Board of Publications has invited me to serve another 3-year term and I am honored to accept this responsibility. As I look back over the past 3 years, I did not underestimate the difficulty of the position of Editor. It takes a lot of time, but even more energy. However, I did underestimate the benefits of the position. As Editor I have the privilege of serving as a quasispokesperson for the Journal, the Society, and even the field of Toxicology. Attending meetings and promoting the agendas of Toxicological Sciences and the Society of Toxicology is an enjoyable responsibility and one that I take seriously. I also get the first look at many exciting articles in the field and then have the honor of shepherding them through the peer-review process.
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The publication process is multifaceted. Journal policies and publishers' submission platforms must be in place well before a article is even submitted. Once articles are submitted they must undergo an initial quality check to assure the authors have followed instructions. Articles then undergo a preliminary scientific evaluation to determine whether or not they will be sent through a full peer review. (As Editor, I reject approximately 30% of articles at this point. This serves to reduce the burden on reviewers for articles unlikely to be suitable for the journal and provides rapid feedback to authors.) The article is then assigned to an Associate Editor who oversees the review process, which involves inviting anywhere from 3 to 15 reviewers (yes, often it takes many invitations to get the 2-3 necessary reviewers) to secure the appropriate expertise. Reviewers carefully examine the articles and provide detailed comments back to the Associate Editor, who is then able to render a decision. Over half are rejected at this stage and nearly all of the remaining articles require revision and additional peer review. Those deemed to be in the top quartile of articles in the field are recommended for publication. Accepted articles then undergo further editorial evaluation, copyediting, final review by authors, and their ultimate electronic and physical publication. I was aware of these steps in the publishing process; however, I quickly learned that it did not end after the printing of the article. One of the most critical aspects of publication is the promotion of the work after acceptance.
We have made several changes to the journal and these changes were not taken lightly. We have not been trying to fundamentally change the journal as it has been highly regarded, but rather the goal has been to keep the journal aligned with its original mission. This has required continued improvements to keep pace with the changes in the field. Our Associate Editors prepare highlights of multiple articles in each issue. Our cover focuses on the scientific artistry of our authors. I have also tried to keep readers abreast of important developments through editorials. In collaboration with Oxford University Press we have added new features, such as Altmetrics and other web services. We placed a moratorium on review articles as we surveyed the field to identify where Toxicological Sciences could provide the most value. The result was our new Contemporary Reviews in Toxicology (Johnson and Miller, 2014a) . I commented on our social media strategy in the July Look Inside ToxSci. Capturing the essence of an important scientific finding in 130 characters is difficult and we continue to examine our process for doing so. Even with our missteps we have established a presence in the electronic ether that allows us to present scientifically sound toxicology research that helps counter some of the pseudoscience that pervades the space. Another important task has been the recruitment of new Associate Editors and Editorial Board Members. This is not required because the past people in this role were not doing their jobs, quite the contrary. We have been fortunate to have outstanding Associate Editors and Editorial Board Members. However, incoming members bring new ideas and energy to the journal and involve more scientists in the enterprise. The field also needs to cultivate trainees and I addressed some of the issues and concerns surrounding training in a previous editorial (Miller, 2015b) . Toxicological Sciences has also been at the forefront of discussions of rigor, reproducibility, data sharing, and transparency (Miller, 2014b; Miller 2015a; Miller and Waller, 2016) . These topics represent the essence of science and the journal will maintain the dialogue. The field of scientific publishing has been under economic and intellectual pressures. Publishers have been adding new journal titles and there has been an explosion of low quality periodicals (predatory) that do not even merit being called "scientific journals." In the face of such competition we must continue to attract high quality submissions. We do want to increase our impact factor. Although I have opined on the limitations of this single metric (Miller, 2015c) , it still remains an important driver of submissions. Our editorial team has focused on attracting high-quality science, rigorously reviewing and improving submissions, and promoting the outstanding science published in our journal, in a combined effort to strengthen our impact factor. So to our dear readers, I encourage you to continue to submit your work and to encourage others to do so as well. We rely on you to provide the best original research in the field of toxicology. I look forward to the next 3 years and welcome suggestions and comments from all of you.
